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government does not acquiesce. Killing is a state preroga-
tive; it is equally criminal to do it unbidden and not to do
it when bidden. The same applies to theft, unless it is on a
large scale or by one who is already rich. Thugs and
thieves are men who use force in their dealings with their
neighbours, and we may lay it down broadly that the
private use of force should be prohibited except in rare
cases, however conscientious may be its motive. But this
principle will not justify compelling men to use force at the
bidding of the state, when they do not believe it justified
by the occasion. The punishment of conscientious objec-
tors seems clearly a vioktion of individual liberty within
its legitimate sphere.
It is generally assumed without question that the state
has a right to punish certain kinds of sexual irregularity.
No one doubts that the Mormons sincerely believed poly-
gamy to be a desirable practice, yet the United States
required them to abandon its legal recognition, and
probably any other Christian country would have done
likewise. Nevertheless, I do not think this prohibition was
wise. Polygamy is legally permitted in many parts of the
world, but is not much practised except by chiefs and
potentates. If, as Europeans generally believe, it is an
undesirable custom, it is probable that the Mormons
would have soon abandoned it, except perhaps for a few
men of exceptional position. If, on the other hand, it had
proved a successful experiment, the world would have
acquired a piece of knowledge which it is now unable to
possess. I think in all such cases the law should only inter-
vene when there is some injury inflicted without the con-
sent of the injured person.